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COPY of all Correspondence which has taken place since the passing of the 
Act for the Recording of Titles in Ireland between the Judges of the 
Landed Estates Court (Ireland), or either of them, and the Treasury,, or 1 any 
other Department of the Government, respecting the Record of Title 
Office, and respecting the present Bill relating to the Landed Estates 
Court (Ireland). 



The Chief Secretary to the Judges of the Landed Estates, Court, 

Gentlemen, Irish Office, 26 April 1866. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to state for your information, that it is 
not the intention of Her Majesty’s Government, having regard to the state of, 
business in your Court, to fill up the vacancy caused by the death of Judge 
Hargreave, and that it is proposed to bring in a Bill for the purpose of reducing 
the number of judges of the Landed Estates Court to two, and dealing with 
the case of the late judge’s officers. I am to request that you will favour his, 
Excellency with any suggestions you may wish to offer in regard to these, 
arrangements. 

I am, &c.. 

(signed) C. P. Fortescm, 



Judge Long field Xu Chief Secretary. 

Sir, Landed Estates Court, Dublin, 1 May 1866., 

The Judges of the Landed Estates Court have this day received your letter, 
dated the 26th of April, informing them that it is not the intention of the 
Government to fill up the vacancy caused by the death of Judge Hargreave, and 
that it is proposed to bring in a Bill for reducing the number of the judges, and 
dealing with the ease of the late judge’s officers. 

I have consulted with my colleague, Judge Dobbs, and beg to state that we. 
shall take the necessary steps without delay, to make such a distribution between 
ourselves of the business of the late judge’s Court as may appear best calculated 
to carry out the wishes of the Govern in ent. 

With respect to the officers of the late judge, we shall require their services 
in winding up his business, and we are in immediate want of two of them at least 
in the Record Office, established by the Act of last-year, and we shall probably 
require them all before the expiration of another year, if the public takes advan- 
tage of the Act for the Recording of Titles. 

The only clause, therefore, that will be necessary in the proposed Bill relative 
to those officers is, that the judges shall appoint them to suitable offices in the 
Landed Estates Court. 

As to any other suggestions, we have not had time to consider the subject, 
and we did not wish to delay our answer, but we shall be happy to consider the 
measure, and to make any remark that our experience may suggest as likely to 
make the proposed measure work to the public advantage. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. Longfield 
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The Under Secretary to Judge Longfield. 

Dublin Castle, 7 May 1866. 

I am directed by the Lords Justices to transmit to you copy of a letter from 
the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, relative to certain arrange- 
ments proposed to be carried out in the Landed Estates Court, consequent on 
the death of Judge Hargreave, and I am to request that you will favour me with 
your report thereon, for their Excellencies information. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Thomas A. Larcom. 



The Secretary of the Treasury to the Chief Secretary. 

g| r Treasury Chambers, 3 May 1866. 

With reference to your letter of the 26th ultimo, I am commanded by the 
Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, to acquaint you, for the infor- 
mation of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, that my Lords concur in the opinion 
expressed by the Attorney General for Ireland, that it will not be necessary to 
fill up the vacancy in the number of the judges of the Landed Estates in Irelan , 
occasioned by the death of Judge Hargreave, and they approve of the proposal 
that a Bill should be introduced to limit the judges in this Court to two. With 
reference to that part of the Attorney General’s letter which relates to the 
business connected with the Record of Title Office, my Lords would observe 
that the original proposal made by Mr. Lawson, in the letter to which he now 
refers, was that the "office in question should be placed under the control ol 
Messrs. M’Donnell and Urlin, the examiners to Judges Long-field and Hargreave, 
assisted bv a junior clerk, and that these gentlemen should arrange the duty 
between them in such manner as might be found convenient. As, however, Mr. 
Urlin and the other officers of the late Judge Hargreave will now he at once 
released from the duties they have heretofore discharged, it appears to my Lords 
that it would be competent to them, or to some of their number, to take the 
sole charo-e of the record of title business, as well as of any duties which may 
arise under the Land Debenture Act, 28 & 29 Viet. c. 101, without assistance 
from the other officers of the Court, and that provision should be made in the 
Bill for this purpose. It may indeed be questionable whether it will be necessary 
to retain the whole of the staff of the late Judge Hargreave for the discharge ot 
these duties, which, at the present time, appear to be very light, and my Lords 
will be glad to receive the opinion of the Irish Government on this point, after 
communication with the judges of the Landed Estates Court. My Lords 
request that they may be furnished with a copy of the Bill before it is intro- 
duced. _ . 

I am, &c. 

(signed) George A. Hamilton. 



Judge Longfield to the Under Secretary. 

Landed Estates Court, Dublin, 

gj rj 9 May 1866. 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 7th instant, accompanied by a ietter 
from the Lords' Commissioners of the Treasury, relative to the proposed new 
arrangements for the Landed Estates Court. 

I am of opinion that the judges will require the assistance of all the officers 
(4) lately attached to Judge Hargreaves Court. We shall require, at least, two, 
and, before long, three or more in the Record of Title Office, and we shall 
(until the two other clerks are required in that office) have full work for them 
connected with the unfinished business transferred from the office of the late 
judge to the offices of the surviving judges. It is of importance that this latter 

business 
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'business shall be finished by the officers who have hitherto had charge of it. 
The business connected with the record of titles will not be so slight as Mr. 
Hamilton seems to think. There was an impression abroad that the system 
would not be safely worked for want of proper clerks, and this had the eitect of 
preventing many persons from availing themselves of the provisions ot the Act. 
But a change is taking place, there is more applications already made this month 
to record titles than were made in the entire of any previous month, and whether 
for good or for evil, the provisions of the Act will shortly come into active and 

will be necessary to repeal the first half of the 62d section of the Record 
mf Title Act, 28 & 29 Viet. c. 88, and to substitute a provision corresponding 
to the proposed arrangements. ^ &(J 

(signed') M. Longfield. 

There were 29 estates recorded in the five months ending on the 30th April, 
aud nine estates recording in the first eight days of May. This is inclusive of 
■applications for recording estates sold previous to the Act which require forma- 
lities that take some time to run. 



I - 



The Under Secretary to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Dublin Castle, 1 1 May 1806. 

Cms to your letter of the 3d instant, relative to certain arrangements 
nronosed to he carried out in the Landed Estates Court, consequent on the death 
of Judo-e Hargreave, I am directed by the Lords Justices to transmit to you, for 
the information of the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty s Treasiuy, copy ol 
a letter from Judge Longfield on the subject. 

L a III, (XC. 

(signed) Thos. A. Larcoin. 



Judge Longfield lo the Chief Secretary. 

47, Fitzwilliam-square, Dublin, 

1 June 1866. 

The pressure of business caused by the death of the late Judge Hargreave, 
and by the resolution of the Government not to appoint a successor to him pre- 
vented me from writing to you on the subject before this. 1 also imagined that 
the Government would have immediately introduced a Bill into , Pa.fiament to 
sanction the proposed change in the constitution of the Court, and at the same 
time to make the consequential changes required by justice and expediency. 
Mv position is very seriously and unjustly altered, by making an addition of 50 
per cent l fo my labours, when l had already more business to do than any of 
?he law courts. Let me call your attention to the circumstances under which 
the Act of 1858, which created the Landed Estates Court, was passed. The 
Bill, as first brought in, made the Court to consist of two judges The salaries 
in the Bill as it was printed, were 3,5001. for one judge and 3,0001. for the 
other. I believe that ill Committee the salaries of the two judges would have 
been equalised The rank proposed for them hy the Bill was that of the puisne 
judges of the courts of common law, according to their standing ..o objection 
was^ urged by any 'person that the rank or the salary was too high, in proportion 
to the Importance of the duties which the judges should discharge, or the labour 

which they should undergo. t i, a tn 

But a considerable pressure was brought to bear upon the Government to 
appoint Mr Hargreave as third judge of the Court. The Government yielded 
to that pressure, and consented that the Court should consist of three judges. 
But, at the same time, as the expenses of the Court would be increased while the 
labour of the iudo-es was diminished, the salary was reduced to 2,500 L, and, as 
•a natural consequence, an amendment was passed m the House Lords placing 
■the rank of a judge of the Landed Estates Court next below that ol the judges ot 
408. •' 3 the 
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the common law courts. I did not regret the change. I considered diminution 
of my labour, caused by the appointment of a third judge, especially of such a 
colieague as I had already experienced in Judge Hargreave, more than a compen- 
sation for the reduction of rank and salary. The reduction of the number of 
judges, and the increase of labour imposed on me by the change, is as great an 
injustice to me as if you were to propose an Act of Parliament to reduce my 
salary by 1,000/. a-year. Against this injustice I protest. Assuming that my 
remonstrance will not have the effedt of preventing this injustice, which will 
compel me within a very short period to retire from my present position, I submit 
the following reasons why you should place this important Court in a position of 
perfect equality with the other courts of law and equity. I assert that each 
judge does separately more work in court than any of the judges of the courts 
of common law or equity, and that the cases which he has to decide are of as 
much difficulty and importance, and involve as great an amount of property as 
any of those decided by the Court of Chancery. In addition to the cases brought 
before the Court, the judge has to decide a number of cases ex parte, which con- 
sume much time and labour, and in which, from the nature of the Parliamentary 
title, there is no remedy if he makes a mistake. If the Court is not, placed in a 
position suitable to its importance, the certain consequence is, that it will decline 
in public esteem. The men best fitted for it will refuse to accept the place. 
The judges will be unable to perform the business of the Court; too much of it 
will be committed to the inferior officers ; changes will be made without con- 
sulting the judges, and generally to the detriment of the Court, as the law officers 
who will be consulted by the Government will always feel inclined to starve the 
Court, which has no place suitable to their acceptance, in order to provide more 
liberally for the courts which offer them greater ease, and higher rank and 
emoluments. I may add, that the Court is at this moment suffering from the 
neglect of the Government, in neither appointing a third judge, or bringing in a 
Bill to enable the remaining judges even to exercise the necessary authority for 
the officers of the Court ; at the present moment they are absolutely without the 
power of providing for the discharge of the duties of the Record Office, one of 
the most important offices in Ireland, and one which it is the most dangerous to 
neglect. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. Longfield. 



The Chief Secretary to Judge Longfield. 

Sh', Irish Office, 4 June 1866. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 3d instant, relative to the proposed reduction of the judicial staff of 
the Landed Estates Court, and in reply I am to transmit a print of a Bill which 
has been prepared under the direction of the Attorney General for Ireland, and 
which is now submitted for the consideration and suggestions of the judges of the 
Court. 

With respect to the suggestions contained in your- letter as to altering the 
salary of the judges of the Landed Estates Court, his Excellency does not think 
it likely that the Treasury would entertain a proposal to that effect. It is to-be 
observed that the salaries hitherto fixed have always secured the services of very 
competent persons as judges of the Court. A salary of 2,000/. a-year was 
originally fixed for the second and third Commissioner of the Encumbered Estates 
Court, which, though only for a limited time, secured the valuable services of 
yourself and the late Judge Hargreave at the establishment of the Landed Estates 
Court; the salary was raised ro 2,500/., and the office made permanent, and his 
Excellency sees no reason to doubt that such a salary will always command the 
services of very able and competent lawyers to fill the place with credit to them- 
selves and advantage to the country. With respect to the intimation you make 
as to the probability of your retirement, his Excellency trusts that on considera- 
tion you will not decide on such a step, and can only say that Her Majesty’s 
Government would sincerely regret anything which would deprive the Court 'of 
your valuable services. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) C. P. Fortescue, 
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Judge Longfiel'd to the Chief Secretary. 

4 /, Fitzwilliam-square, Dublin, 

Sir, 11 June 1866. 

I have, to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th instant. I should 
rather have remained silent, but the argumentative nature of your letter renders 
it necessary for me to reply to it, lest my silence should be taken as an acquies- 
cence in those arguments. I also think that his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant 
and yourself can scarcely be aware of all the circumstances of the case, and I. 
therefore consider it my duty only to bring them under your notice. It is quite 
true, as you state, that my brother Hargreave and I accepted the post of second 
and third Commissioners of the Landed Estates Court, at a salary of 2,000/. a-year 
each, but we did so in the belief that we could work successfully the great 
experiment of Parliamentary titles, and in the reasonable expectation that if we 
did we ourselves would succeed with it. We did work the system successfully, 
but we were disappointed in our expectation that our services would have been 
duly acknowledged. In 1857 Mr. Hartley was placed over our heads at, a salary 
of 3,000 /. a-year, and one of the reasons alleged for this slight upon Judge 
Hargreave and myself (and which we must believe to have been true), was that 
the services of a competent man could not be secured for a smaller sum. At 
the establishment of the Landed Estates Court the salary was fixed at 2,500 /. 
a-year for three judges. Judge Hartley's salary being still maintained at 3,000 /. 
a-year during his tenure of office, I did not think this course either politic or 
just; however, I acquiesced in it, so far as I was concerned personally, because 
I considered the diminution of work and the advantage of having so able a 
colleague as Judge Hargreave an equivalent for the loss of income ; but if it bad 
been proposed to give me 2,500/. a-year as one of two judges 1 should have 
declined the offer. I therefore regret to be obliged to retain the opinion that 
the present proposed change, by which 1 am to retain the place of one of two 
judges of the Landed Estates Court at 2,500 /. a-year, is one which I cannot 
acquiesce in now, when I would have refused it then; and I must consider the 
conduct of the Government as leaving me scarce an alternative but resignation at 
an early date. You say that his Excellency “ has no reason to doubt that Such 
a salary” (as 2,500/.) “ will always command the services of very able and com- 
petent lawyers.” I trust it may ; but while the salaries of even puisne judges 
exceed that of the judges of the Landed Estates Court by 1,200 /. a-year, and 
their rank is higher, it is scarcely to be expected that first-rate men will come to 
this Court while they have any prospect of securing the higher and more lucra- 
tive office. The duties of a judge of the Landed Estates Court are much the 
same, and his jurisdiction and public responsibility in conferring a Parliamentary 
title much greater than those of the proposed Vice Chancellor, and yet 4,000 /. 
a-year is the salary proposed for the Vice Chancellor, together with very high 
rank. The Landed Estates Court is confessedly one of the most important, if 
not the most important, tribunal in Ireland, whether you regard its enormous 
powers, or the amount of property with which it deals. Professional lawyers 
have always looked on this Court with jealousy ; but the public will support my 
view, and time will prove that Pier Majesty’s Government have made a fatal 
mistake in failing to fix such salaries for the judges of this -Court as would com- 
mand at all times the services of the very best men at the Irish bar. I consider 
it essential to the continued success of the Landed Estates Court that the judges 
should have the same rank and pay as the puisne judges of the courts of common 
law in Irelaud ; and so strongly have I always felt the necessity for this, that 
before the illness of the late Judge Hargreave I proposed to the Attorney General 
to retire, if my doing so would facilitate such an arrangement. My age and 
health are such that 1 could not have hoped to hold my office for many years, 
even as one of three judges ; as. one of two I eoukl not probably hold office for 
more than a year, or, at most, two years. These circumstances will, I trust, 
satisfy his Excellency that my present claims, although necessarily urged to a 
great extent on personal grounds, are, in truth, made more in the interest of the 
Court and my successor than myself. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. Longfxeld. 
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Memorandum of the Judges. 

Landed Estates Court, 11 June 1866. 

The Judges of the Landed Estates Court have received the letter of the Chief 
Secretary of the 4th instant, and the Draft Bill enclosed therewith. In reply to 
that part of his letter which states that the Bill is sent for their consideration 
and suggestion, the judges beg to state that they have met and considered 
the provisions of the Bill, and have to make the following observations on it : 

The 5th section of the Act repeals so much of the 62d section of the Records 
of Title Act, Ireland, 1865, as enacts (state the clause). 

The judges think that this is repeating too much of the clause, as they consider 
ir. essential that the principal officer of the department should be in daily atten- 
dance in the Record' of Title Office; they therefore propose to omit the words,. 
“ and directs that they, or one of them, shall attend daily for that purpose.” 

The judges do not think that the 6th section of the Act should name the salary 
of the recorder of titles, and they object to a title which would seem to place 
that officer in a position independent of the judges. The judges are themselves 
the heads of the office, and responsible for its management; every officer. of the 
Court is obliged to take an oath to discharge all duties that he may be directed, 
to discharge by any order of the Court or judges. The 6tli and the following 
sections would place the recorder of titles in this particular in a different position 
from his brother officers. The judges, therefore suggest that these clauses should 
be altered, so as to place that officer on exactly the same footing as the other 
officers who preside in any office of the Court ; and they are of opinion that his 
salary should also be fixed in the manner provided by the 13th section of the 
21 & 22 Viet. c. 72. 

This office is one of importance, but the work for some time, at any rate, will 
be very light. Indeed, the Treasury very recently refused the judges any assist- 
ance whatever to work this office, on the ground of the small amount of business- 
The work of the judges’ examiner will, on the other hand, be increased 50 per 
cent, by the proposed changes. The recorder of titles has not greater responsi- 
bility, and has not, nor is- he likely to have, nearly so laborious an office as that 
of the examiners ; and the judges consider that the proposal to give him a higher 
salary than the examiners is unjust to those officers, and therefore certain to 
produce in their minds a reasonable dissatisfaction. 

The 7th section names R. D. Urlin, Esq., the first recorder of titles. The 
judges object to Mr. Urlin’s name appearing in the Bill, as they do not admit 
that he is the fittest of their officers to fill this post, either to their satisfaction 
or that of the public, and they decline to be responsible for the working of the 
measure if they are refused tlie power of naming the one of their officers whom 
they think best fitted to fill the post. The judges, for the same reason, object to. 
the 8th clause of the Bill. It for the first time takes away from the Court the 
appointment of one of their officers, and will destroy that feeling of responsibility 
under which the Court has hitherto acted. The judges propose to add at the 
beginning of the 10th section the words, “ The examiner,” and to substitute 
chief clerks for first clerks, so as to enable them to provide suitable employ- 
ment for Mr. Urlin as well as the other officers attached to the late Judge 
Hargreave’s Court, and to add at the end of the said clause the words, “ and if at 
any time, after the business now pending in the Court of the late Judge 
Hargreave shall have been disposed of, the judges shall be of opinion that the 
services of the chief clerk, second clerk, or junior clerk now attached to the Court 
or chamber of the said judge are not required in the Record of Title Office, or 
in any other branch of the Court, it shall be lawful for the Lords Commissioners 
of the Treasury, on the certificate of the judges, to superannuate one or more 
of the said officers at an annual sum equal to two-thirds of their salaries.” The 
judges observe that the 11th section leaves it in doubt who is to make the 
appointment, if at any future time the office of recorder of titles shall be amalga- 
mated with that of the registrar of the Court. By the 12tli section of the- 
21 & 22 Viet. c. 72, the registrar is to be appointed by the judges; by the 8th 
section of the Bill, the record officer is to be appointed by the Lord Lieutenant. 
The judges call attention to this, as they do not know whether it was done- 
intentionally, or was an error of the draftsman. 

(signed) M. Longfield.. 

W. C. Dobbs . 
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Judge Longjield to the Lord Lieutenant. 

My Lord, Landed Estates Court, 14 June 1866. 

I am placed in the unusual position of a judge compelled to apply to the Lord 
Lieutenant for protection against injustice. 

As your Excellency’s name has been made use of, and as I believe you would 
not have assented to the proposed changes in this Court if you had been aware 
of the facts, I venture to trespass on your attention, by stating some of the mate- 
rial facts which will prove the injustice with which it is proposed to treat me. In 
1849 i was appointed one of the Commissioners for Sale of Encumbered Estates, 
under an Act then lately passed. The system was a great, although a dangerous, 
experiment, and I undertook the task. It succeeded ; but the Commissioners 
met with such opposition and undeserved calumny, as to make their position a 
very painful one. The success was so great as to increase our labour prodigiously 
beyond anything that was or could have been anticipated. We worked very 
hard, so hard, that the Government thought that something might be saved by 
making us work still harder ; and, accordingly, in the winter of 1856, the Govern- 
ment removed Baron Richards from his office as one of the Commissioners, and 
called upon the two Commissioners, Mr. Hargreave and myself, to perform the 
entire work. We refused, and in answer to a letter from Mr. Horsman, who was 
then Chief Secretary, I distinctly stated that. I should resign rather than under- 
take that additional work. The force of this determination will appear when 
your Excellency is informed that the place which I then held was at the pleasure 
of the Government, which might deprive me of it at any moment without pension 
or compensation. The Government then appointed a third Commissioner, and 
appointed Mr. Martley as Commissioner substantially over us, as he got a salary 
of 8,000/. a-year, and they sometimes called him Chief Commissioner. 

The reason given for this slight to us was, that a competent person 
could not be procured by the offer of smaller salary. I made no com- 
plaint, but continued to perform the duties of the office to the best of 
my abilities, knowing that before long some arrangement would be made 
for putting the Court on a permanent basis. Accordingly, in 1858, a Bill was 
brought in to constitute the Landed Estates Court, which was to consist of two 
judges. It named Mr. Martley and myself the first judges, assigning to him 
3,500 l, and to me 3,000 l. salary, and enacting that we should take rank among 
the puisne judges of the courts of common law, according to our standing. I 
was not entirely satisfied with this arrangement, and I expressed my dissatisfac- 
tion, as I was convinced that the work could not be properly done by two judges, 
unless they were placed in a social position suited to the difficulty and importance 
of the work. I had felt the disadvantages of the position, but 1 believed that 
the inequality would have been rectified in Committee. But an important alter- 
ation was made. Great pressure was placed upon the Government to appoint 
Mr. Hargreave as an additional judge. The Government yielded, but instead 
of making it a temporary arrangement, to continue only until a vacancy should 
take place, they made the Court to consist permanently of three judges ; while, 
to make up for the increased expense and diminished labour, they reduced the 
salaries to 2,500 /. a-year. Mr. Hargreave saw the mischief of this course so 
clearly that he authorised Sir James Graham, who took a very kind interest in 
the Court, to inform the House of Commons that neither Mr. Hargreave nor 
myself would accept the office on the proposed terms, and that we requested 
that our names should be excluded from the Bill. He then returned to Dublin, 
determined not to concern himself any further in the matter, and he informed 
me of what he had done. I said that, as far as I was personally concerned, I 
preferred the smaller salary and the lighter labour ; that I was, in fact, willing to 
pay 1,000 1. a-year for the advantage of having him as my coadjutor, and that 
it was scarcely a pecuniary loss, as the less laborious office would make less 
demand on our health, which had suffered somewhat from our former labours. 

However he had done what I considered most for the advantage of the public, 
and I fully assented to it, and was prepared to resume my profession with such 
character as I had acquired while I acted as Commissioner. The following day 
Mr. Hargreave received a letter from Sir James Graham, informing him that on 
his own responsibility he had ventured to withhold his message to the House, 
and recommending us to accept the situations as offered, although it was “ unjust 
408. B to 
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to us, who had borne the burthen and the heat of the day,” that he believed that 
justice would be ultimately done us if we had patience. We acquiesced in Sir 
James Graham's kind and wise advice. It would have been morose and stubborn 
in us to have refused it. We accepted the situations and discharged the duties 
to the best of our abilities, and I believe to the satisfaction of the public, 
although many circumstances have confirmed me in the opinion of the disadvan- 
tages of a Court which has to perform high duties, affecting the most influential 
persons in the land, without that rank and pay which, in the eyes of the multi- 
tude, give dignity to the possessors. 

I have given those details for the purpose of showing that I always consider 
the number of the judges a matter of fully as much importance as the salary, 
and that this was recognised by the Government. That in 1857 I was prepared 
to resign or be dismissed, rather than do the work with only two judges, for 
2,000 l. a- year ; and that in 1858, when it was proposed to reduce the number 
to two, a considerable addition was made to the salary, and that when it was again 
resolved to have three judges the salary was immediately reduced. It is, there- 
fore, unjust to keep up that reduction, of salary without keeping up that number 
of judges which was accepted as an equivalent for the reduction. It is not just 
to any man to impose an addition of 50 per cent, to his labour without com- 
pensation. I am convinced that it is injurious to the future efficiency of the 
court. When I urged the injustice and the impolicy of the change to Mr. For-- 
tescue, he merely replied that he has no doubt that he could secure the services 
of a competent judge for the present salary. I consider this a weak answer to 
the argument, founded on policy ; but it is no answer whatever to the complaint 
of injustice. The country might have been able to obtain the services of abler 
men than I am on the proposed terms, but that is nothing to me ; I should have 
refused them. Your Excellency will not fail to perceive the injustice of inducing 
me to accept an office on certain terms, and then, when I had spent some of the 
best years of my life in the public service, to alter the nature of the office, 
by converting it into an office of the kind that I had already refused to accept. 

As your Excellency’s name has been used, I appeal to your Excellency against 
this injustice. 

The just course for your Excellency to pursue is obvious. Let a third judge 
be immediately appointed, unless the Treasury will consent to a reduction of the 
number, on such terms as are consistent with justice. 

I am sorry to have had to trouble your Excellency with so long a letter, but I 
felt that I had a claim to be at least fully heard, before I am deprived (without 
a shadow of a charge against ms) of a place which I accepted under the faith 
of an Act of Parliament. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. Longfield. 



The Chief Secretary to Judge Longfield. 

Sir, Irish Office, 23 June 1866. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th instant, addressed 
to me ; and I am also directed by the Lord Lieutenant to acknowledge that of 
the 14£h, addressed to his Excellency. I am to inform you, with reference to 
those letters, that Her Majesty’s Government adhere to the decision already 
arrived at with respect to the permanent constitution of the Landed Estates 
Court, and the salaries and rank of the judges. 

The Lord Lieutenant, however, is very sensible of the important services which 
you have rendered to the public in that Court since irs first creation under the 
name of the Encumbered Estates Court, and he is prepared to propose to the 
Lords of the Treasury that a clause should be introduced into the Bill now before 
Parliament, providing that your own salary should, as a personal augmentation, 
be increased to 3,000 l. a-year, thereby raising it to the amount at which it was 
originally proposed to be fixed by the Bill of 1858, when it was intended that 
you should act with the late Judge Martley, as one of two judges of the Landed 
Estates Court. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) C. P. Fortescue. 
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Chief Secretary for Ireland to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

S‘ r > Irish Office, 23 June 1866. 

In transmitting the enclosed copy of correspondence between Judge Longfield 
and the Irish Government, relative to the proposed reduction of the. number of 
the Landed Estates Court judges from three to two, I am directed by the Lord 
Lieutenant to state, that his Excellency trusts that in consideration of the 
important services which Judge Longfield has rendered to the public in the 
Landed Estates Court since its first creation, under the name of the Encumbered 
Estates Court, and of the saving which will be effected by the late Judge Har- 
greave’s vacancy not being filled up, their Lordships will sanction a personal aug- 
mentation to his salary of 5001. a-year, thereby raising it up to 3,000 L, the amount 
originally proposed to be fixed by the Bill in 1858, when it was intended that he 
should act (with the late Judge Martley) as one of two judges of the Landed 
Estates Court. His Excellency requests to be favoured with their Lordships’ 
early decision, with a view to a clause being introduced accordingly in the Bill 
now before Parliament, dealing with the Landed Estates Court. 

Iam, &c. 

(signed) C. P. Fortes cue. 



Judge Longfield to the Chief Secretary. 

Landed Estates Court, 27 June 1866. 

Permit me to return thanks for your letter just received, and to assure you 
that 1 do not feel the less grateful to his Excellency, because I decline the offer 
of an increased salary. 

I am now perfectly contented, but nothing would induce me to accept an 
augmentation of salary that is not to be given to my successors. I resolved on 
this course from the time that I wrote my first letter to you. I felt that the 
proposed change was not entirely just to me, and that it was my duty to resist 
it ; and I accordingly did so with much pain to myself. I wish his Excellency 
to be assured that I shall undertake the increased duties with a zealous desire to 
discharge them efficiently, but that I am by no means certain that I shall not 
find the task beyond my strength. 

If, after a fair trial, I shall find this to be the case, I shall consult the Govern- 
ment as to the most convenient time for putting a younger and abler person in 
my place. I am still strongly of opinion that it is essential to the permanent 
success of this Court, that it shall be placed in a position of perfect equality with 
the superior courts of common law. Nothing now remains for me exceDt to 
return thanks to his Excellency for his kind attention to my letter, and to 
express my regret for the trouble I have given, and to apologise, if you think 
there is anything in jiny of my letters apparently inconsistent with the respect 
with which 

I am, &c. 

(signed) M. Longfield. 



The Assistant Secretary to the Treasury to the Chief Secretary. 



w Slr ’ . Treasury Chambers, 28 June 1866. 

with reference to your letter of 23d instant, I am directed by the Lords 
Commjssmners of Her Majesty’s Treasury to state that my Lords, having regard 
o the long and important services rendered to the public by Judge Longfield 
both in the Encumbered Estates Court and the Landed Estates Court, during a 
perioaotl7 years, are pleased to sanction, in accordance with the recommenda- 
his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a personal augmentation of 500 l. 

C a-year 
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a-yeartohis salary, thereby raising it to 3,000 1., the amount originally pro- 
•’ a 1 -.P AypH hv Hip Bill of 1858, when it was intended that he should act 

° f «“ Landed Estates Court 

My Lords, however, desire it to be understood that the allowance is to be 
strictly personal and they request that his Excellency will cause a clause to be 
prepared for this purpose to be introduced into the BiU, with reference to the 
Landed Estates Court now before Parliament. ^ ^ 

(signed) Geo. A. Hamilton. 



The Chief Secretary to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Irish Office, 30 June 1866. 

With reference to your letter of the 28th instant, and previous correspon- 
dence respecting Judge Longfield’s salary, I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant 
'to transmit to you, for the information of the Lords Commissioners of Her 

Majesty’s Treasury, copy of a letter from Judge Longfield, declining to accept 

the proposed increase of his salary. ^ ^ 

(signed) C. P. Forlescue . 
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